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\ſ\Qacern the Sarnawiar of the; Zerdy Boph :anr'df hr they 
poſitive: lafticurions/ of the: Chriſtian Reli igion, rhere ate two m reel | 
Points of difference between 7s and the Church of Ronie. "One, about tt 

Podtrinc of Zran/nl/axtiation; inwhich they think, but-are not eertain, 

| batehey have the Scripture and the words of our Saviour on their ſide * 


«> 


q be 0ther,aboutths adminiſtration of this Sacrament to the people in both - 
nds 3:i0 ;we are-ſurc that w-: have the Scripture and our Baviour's | 
tifar pow ſide; and that fo phainly, that our Adverfaries themſelves 5 


go-not den 
Ofthe if of theſe! ſha'l now treat, ' and endeavour to ſhew againſt 
» Church af Rame, That in this Sacraitywt there is no __— ch 
els of the Blements of Bread and Wine into the natural Body and Bloud of 
riff that Body which. was: born ofithe FirgiwMiry, in Mn uponthe 3 
(Croſs; for ſo they explain that hard word 7ranſubſtanttation. = 
” Bbfore Tengage in this Argument, Tcannot but obſetve what an unreay 
onable take. areputupon, by the bold confidetior' of our? Adverfarics; 
lifhutea matterob Senſcz whictvis one df thoſe" things about whieh /; 
otle hath long fince prenounc'd thereonughtto be ho Uiſpute, ' - | 
Ir: thighit welt ſeem ſtrange if any man ſhou'd write a book, to e 
zat an Erg is not an Elephant, and that a Musket-Bullet is riot a Pike : To! . 
S$+«recy whiths hard a cafe, to be put to -miaintain by a long Diſcourſeg.” 
hat whatwe fee'and handle andraſte'to be Bread is Brear!, and net the? 
Polly of a Mar; and what we fee and tafte-ro be Wine is Wine, and nae:* 
loud And if this evidence may not pals for ſufficient wirhout any farther: 
roof, I do:not ſee why any man, that hath confidence -encugh to do fog * 
wy notdeny any thing to bewhat all the World fees it is ; or affirm ay 7 
> tobe whar allthe Word ſcesit is net ; and this without all-poſſibility 
a being farther confuted. So that the buſineſs of Tranſubſtantiation'i eg I 
controverſic of Scripture againſt Scripture, or of Reaſon againſt R 
utof downright Impudence-againft the plain meantng of Scripture , ar 
i the Senſe:and. Reaſon of Mankind. 
0 lt is ® mol} Seit-evident Falſe-hood; and theres no Dofrine nedreten 
tion in the Worid that is of it ſelf more evidentIFtrue, than 7ra»/abffant © 
yi [gently Cr otf And yetit it were: poflible to be true , es we 


*f 


LY 
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: to be true; it is like the Kewgv-Catbelick Chureh,"w 
Ewhole Chriſtan Church, and will allow no other Sociery- 


- of Chriſtiags to be anyſpartof-it + $9 7ran/abftdntiotian; it witerue at all, BS 
” Iris all rfath ;for itEannot betrue unles our ſenſes and the C:nfes of all man« 
| kind bedeceived abouttheirproper objeQs ; and if this be true and certain; Mit 
the ncthing elſe can be ſo ; for:if. we be not certainot.what' we lee; 
© can becertain of nothing. el] 1142 10, £3010 Il: 
 _Andyct nowwithſlandingall this, thereis a company of men intheword 
* fo abandon'd and given-up by God to the efficacy of delofion as in good Þ 
+ earneſt tobclieve this groſsand pa!pap:c Errour, ard to. impoſe- the * belief. Þ#e 
of it upcn the Chriſtian World under no. leſs penaitics chan: of temporal bs 
"-'death and Eternal damnation. And therefore. to undeceive, 4f. poſſible; | 
” theſedeluded Sou's, it will be neceſſary to examine the pretended grounds 
* ofſo jalſea Dodtrine, and tolay openthe monſtrous abſurdity of it; - 
+ Andinthe handling of this Argument, Iſball procers-in' this plain mes fs! 
- thod, - | LOOT 
[. .I ſhall confider the ' pretended. grounds-and reaſens ofthe Church-of Fan 
Rome for this Doctrine, © 
- IL. I ſhall produceour Obje4ionsapgainſtir. And if:I can ſhew thatthere Ifer 
> 35-20 tolerable ground for it, and that there are iovincible ObjeQions « Ibe 
- gainſt it, then every manis-not onely-in reaſon excuſed from believing this ICc 
> Doctrine, but hath great cauſe to believe the contrary. + Juc 
- I, Firſt, I will conſider the pretended grounds and reafons of the Church If 
of Rome for this DoQtrine, Which muſt be one or: more of theſe fve. Either: [Re 
= 3ſt. The Authority of Scripture. -Or 2iy. The perpetual belietof this Do« {Me 
- Qrine in the Chriſtian Church, as an evidence that they always underſtood ft 
| and interpreted our Saviour's words, 7his is. my Body, in this ſenfe. Or-Jh 
E 3h The authority ofthe preſent Church to make and declare new Articles 
> of Faith. Or 4ly. The abſolute neceſſity of ſuch a change as this in the Sas; 
 crament to the comfort and benefit of thoſe who receive this Sacrament.” 
- Orgly-To magnifie the power of the Pricſt in being able to work ſo great Ju? 
- a Mirac'e. | - 
- ift. They pretend forthis Doctrine the Authority of Scripture in thoſe" 
> words of our Saviour. This is my Body. Now to ſhew the inſufficiency of Þb 
| thispretence, I ſhall endeavour to make good theſe two things. I 
© 1. That there isno neceſity-of underſtanding thoſe words of our Saviour? 
- inthe ſenſe of 7Tranſub/tantiation. ; 
Eb 2. That there is a great deal of reaſon to underſtand them otherwiſe. -- 
| b:ofi;/f, That there is no necefiity to-uaderſiand thoſe-words of our S 
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|, PSriprute; whicttT' no rifan\e faid':'or eife;beea acrament' ” 
. tsof no figures3which would bevery #dfird for any man to fay, finds ©; 
it-is of the very nature of # Sacrament to fepreſent and exhibir forhe - invis © 

fable grace and benefir by an ontward fig andfigure : Ard eſpecially (ines  - 

| Fit. camo be'denied, : bir that inehevinſtiturien of this very Sacrament our 
d JSaviour uſer Rgurative expreffions ard feveral Words Which cannot be tas- © 

firiftly and literally. 'When he'gaverthe” Cup he ſaid, 7his Cup is the 

of {new Teſtament in my bloud, which is ſhed for'you ard for many for the remiſſion © 
bf Sivs.: Where firſt, rhe Cup is put for 1/3##E6ntained in the Cup 3 or e'fe * 

; the words be "literally "taken; fo asto Gignihie a ſubſtantial change, it is- - © 
not of the 1#//jve but of the Cip ; and that] Mt/ineolthe Bloud' of Chriſt but. 
into the New! Feftamenr ormew Covenant inhiis Bloud.' Beſides, that his Bloud - 
; $8 ſaid then:to, be-ſhed, and his Body ro-be brokeog which was not tilkhis * 
« JPaſſion, which followed'the infticurion and firſh ectebratzon' of this Sacra» 
AE 302 140t £1537 T G3E0 1HYTEIOU NT SEGT DO5109% | 011 ©2234. 
»BuFthat ther is no-neceſſity to underfiand our Saviour's words in the 
2 gſenſe of 7ranſubſtantiation, I will rake the plain conceſſion of a great num? 
$cr of themoſAearnce Writers of 'th& Churetrof Ramen this,” "£5 


is [Cantroverſic: (@) BbSarmine, (bY! Snare and (cy Faſguez do (i) 4 Bukrri 3 
\ Jucknowledge £c57us the great Schrolmad to-haverfaidithat this Ga tho. 5 
{Doctrine cannot berevidently proved from Scripture » And Os 15.568:25 3 

larmine grants this not to be improbable ; and Suarez and (£/1* 3 2477+ | » 
Jaſquez acknowledge'(d) Dnrandus to have (rid as much. (©) wg. 15: artiny 
Orbam another famous Schoolman ſays __y that the De- «© ic. We 


(d) in Sent. 


rind which holds the ſubſlante of the Bread and Wine to remain 
er Conſetration, is ntither repugnant to Reaſon nor i» Scrip- 
ure; (t ) Perrus-ab Alliacs Cardinal of : Cambray ſays plainly, 
"har zbe Dottrine of the Siubſlante - - Bread ind Wine remaining - 
r'Conſecration, is more eaſy and free from abſurdity, more ra- 
nal, and no ways repugnant to the aut bority of Scripture ; nay 
ore, that for the other Doderine, viz. of Tranſub/tantiation, 
theres is no evidence in Seriptare. ( g) Gabriel Biel, ancther 
reat Schoolman and Divine of-rheir Church, freely declares, 
at as to ay thing expreſſed in the Canon of the Scriptures, a - 
Wn may belk eve that tbe ſubſtance of Bread and Wine doth remain after  - 
tecration : and therelore he reſolves the be'ic fol Tranſubſtantiation into 
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- may. to underſtand theſe. words.of Cbrift, this-is ray-bodys I» a proper, und 


” -in theſcnſe of Tranſubſtentiation, Iam ſure; there 1ig\a 
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 w#96'e Fopforicak/enj Ineghe hare having un derjpoed them 3x a prov 
28 per fee they ies 6:68 be antes ca. CE hv WT rar 
”" 6 6) Api king yon Ns 18f-Pope ft} rus: WP. 
3 Br. #7 Ns Cardinal iy ror ;Cauns; one of the 
KY "Wrigees #hat'Church cyer bad, reckon 
| Gage! this Dodo among the are-no8 Jo rexprefly fared us. 
”  () Lic, thekg: Scriptiarts) 1 pill aa hut one: mpxe of great authbrity ihe 's 
Lo Ex6a3., > Church,ands; repured Mareyr,(en) Fifber Biſhop vf Rechefte 
ins Who; idgenioully/catiellath chat in che-words &f. the loſtitu: |; 
| netns tion there (5,981, ax0werd from devon chodree! ;prefente of the 
fielb ond YI pry: i our Maſs,can he proved : So thak we 
y need not e inach contend that this Doctrine hath no certain foundation -in 
| Scripture, whenchis is fo fully and: frankly- acknowledged by our Adver- 
| fries themſelves, * 
; Second!y, It ahere be no necellity of, undceloding-ou-Sariur's works 
reaſon 
to underſtand them otherwiſe. } Whether-u'e conſider the Jike cxprefions | | 
 #n Scripture ; as where our $zyiour ſys he is 10he dogryjand;the traeFikt | o 
>» (which the Church of Reme would- ,Mightdy.; haye /triumpb'd- in; had | | v 
been aid, rhis is my true body.) Agd To. likewife where.the Church-is.faid [ 
o be Chriſes $ady;and the Rock [which followed the //racliresto be Chrift, 
2 Cor. 10. 4. They drank of chat -xock whic/.fo. hem, and that rock 
was Chrift: All which and-innumerablemors like expreſſions i in Scripture 
- .every man underſtgnds.in-a figurative, and dio allfidtly liceraliand-abr 
ſuxd fenſe. Andit is very! well known; »that, inthe Zebrew. Langrages 
| - things are commonlydaid to.bethat-whick.they do dignity and: 
and there is not in that Language.a more proper-and uſual _ 
ſing a-thin;; to ſignify ſo' and ſo,,than to fay that ar is ſo-and Thus For 
fſeph expounding Pharaot's dream to himgGen.\41. 26. Says, the ſeven. 
Kine are ſeven years, and the: ſeven good rats of corti/are jeven years, that i 
they ſignified or reprefented feven years of plenty ;- and fo - Pharaoh 
: derſtood him, and ſo would any-man of ſenſe unterſtand the like.expref« 
- . ions; nordo I believe that an  ſenſibie ma, 'who-had-: nover. heard 0 f 
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—| -—but-wouid \ meaning td invebeen, ri; Breck © 
and - 7 Jay ,this:Cspdignities on this which you ſeeme-now | 
ra» [eagde-yxehcrea mary. ar me:Burſurely it would never haveet 
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Paſchal Lamb to bo ſubftantially'c 


thint ons Saviour did Hhiceral | 
ve uway BinifeffromHimfelf wirh his own hands.- © 
e'thele words'ef our Savione with "rhe. anciear 
+ 8s Is from Emma's time}! as © ' 
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tis _ God their Saviour! who:delivered them 'out-of t 
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of the thing 
under hand and Scal is call'd-a conveyance or. 
ſtate, andit is really ſo 3 not the-delivery- of mete-war and}! parchrnedtÞ but 
the.conveyance of a real Eſtiqe;;' as truly'andreathy to' xl effeftrantpars- + 
nnd | pants Law, 2s :ifthe very: material houſes and\Ennds'chemieives could © 
and \were aQtually delivered into. my hands+ In:hkewanitr the names: -* 
.&f the things themſelves mude over to us in the newCoventmrof rhe Goſpel | 
\hoween God andiinag;. arc! given tothe Signgpr 
_;1By Baprifie:Chriſfizaiward 
ef Ga And!by'the Sacramenrofthe Lord's a | 
ew Bodyof Chriſt which was btoken, and of his 
us; that-is, of rhe real benefits of his death ang - | 
of his Sacrament,” 2 Cor. 10. 16- Zhe _ 
Satin om ww-birfs; iorie wot the) commaniee' isf the Shad of Chriſt © 
riadady of Chrift Bur 


art one 6 


tens and part. checodl mindiof: has þ ome ag : 
their Fathers'in Zgypey when' by: y a Lamb; and Tprinkling © 
: [the blood ef it ——_——_ doors, their:frrſt-born were paſled mp and ſpas } 
red'; and did-likewiſe fore|/hew: the Salvation- of the 2/*ſhus,- the, Lamb buf 
God, that was to take away the fins of the World.:.' 
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- \by to be one bread; and rne-bedy; Andithe fame Apolleimrelic! ext Chap. by 
io ver,;afier-he had Jpoken of the conſecrationvh \Flemerrrs; Kill calls rheni of 
 ahe Bread and tbe-Cup, in three wverſer »togerhety, dn ofren 23 16 2HaF 1615 [0 
Bread, and drink $ his cup, + 4611 Whajaghro hb thread this boend and WEIR (vi 
this: cup of the-[;or. d- anwartbily, V4 3: Rutrdet omen bramine' bind/plf, abi Yo 

> det him eat of this bread aud drink-of that 4 YG, v-23::And our Savieur him- [ct 
ſelf when he. had ſaid, 8/5 is wy blewtl of thenew: Teftameur, immediately Ith 
'- adds; 4ut 1 /ay. vnte yen. 1 wfmot henceforth dnink: of (2bis frat. of the Vine) [in 
ext} Jdvrink it new with yowin my; Fathers Kingdom Math: 2.6.29, That | 

is, not all afrer;his reſurreRtion; which iwas 4he/firſt ſtep cf his/exalration' [te 
* into the Kingdom given him by his Father, when the Scriprure tells us he ]be 
; dideatanddripk-with his Diſciples. But thatwhich I obſerve from our Sa-" fc 

'- viour's word+$:i$, thataſter ke confecration 6f tha ws the delivering” [# 
of it to his Diſciplestodrink-dfie; he tellsthorh that cheravould henecforth” 
- griok no mareotthefrux ofthe Vine, which he had now drank with them, - 
= Till afrer bis Reſurre@ion: (From|whence it is plain that it was the fruit of - 
* the Vine, real wine, with our: Saviour drank of and communicated to-his : | 
* . Diſciples.in the Sacrament... : \ was 4s 60h 
 - Beſides, if, we conſider4hat he celebrated this: Sacrament before bis Tas. wi 
> fiop, it/is iſhpoflile/thefe x ords:ſhou'd be: underſtood literally of the” 
© natural bodyand/bloud'of Chriſt ; becauſe it'wasbis Body broken and bis :| 
- blond ſhed hich he gave.ro his Diſciples, which ifwe underſtand literslly of i 
” hisn broken-andihis:bloud ſhed;and theſe words,rhis. is my. ; 
 wbich isbroken, and this.is mybloud which 3s fbed,coud not be true} 1 
” his Body was then whole:and unbroken, and his: bloud ove then: ſhed ; nor: 
: couldit be a propitiatory Sacrifice ( asthey affirm: this' Sacrament to be {x 
* - unleſs they willday.thatpropitiation wes made: before-Chriſtſufſet'd= Andi 
- it is likewiſgimpedlible that. the Diſcip!es ſhoulbunderſtand theſe 'woerd&#1i- Þ 
| gerally, becauſe they-nat:onely plainly law that whathe pavetheny was 
| Bread and Wint,butthey faw likewiſe as plainly thatit wasjnot: his Body 
F which was giveo, butchis Body ich patches which was given; -not his Þt 
> -body brotemand big bioud feed, becauſe they fawhiinativeat that verytinne to! 
E- _ nor yrs marr ang * Ladcfarefore dhvhrcep bon 
| . derſtand theſe. wotds hterally:If t canwe.maginethat the Diſciples) Þ 
> Who upon all otheroccaſians were ſo full of queflions acidobjeRiods;ſholls 
. Make no difficuby<fithis metter?. nor fo.mbchasgs ous Saviour lamos 
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that tobe Wine) andwve fee thy Body to be diftind from both ;.1 
effBody riot broken, and. thy Baud not + 2; opetiy he ments ehth — ne 
F *From all 'Which it muſt needs bevery_ evident, to any man'that-will W I 
Þ Fpartia'ly confider things, how hetle reaſon there is ro urderſtznd thoſe words ©» 
m Jof our Saviour, this is my body, and this is my bloud, inthe ſenſe of Tranſub- 
 Lftantiation ; nay on the contrary, that there is very great. reaſon; and ane © 
#{vident neceffity to undertand*them otherwiſe, 1 proceed to ſhew,, .. +, © 
YL 2'y. 1hatthis DoQrineis not grounded upon the perpetual beliefy of the > 
n- [ChriſtianC hurch, which the Church of Rome vainly pretends asan evidence © 
ly Jthat the Church did always underftand and interpret -our Saviour's — : 
je, [in this ſenſe. od hes a Ne - 4a 
ae | To manifeſt the ' groundlefneſs of this pretence, I Thall, 1. ſbew by plain 
teſtimony of the 'Fathers in feveral Ages, that this DoQrine. was not. the 
he {belief of the ancient Chriſtian Church, 2: I ſhall ſhew the timeand occaſion * 
a- of its coming 'in, and by what degrees it grew up and was eſta liſh'd in rhe- 
(4 tman Church. 3. I ſhall anſwer their great pretended Demonſtration that * 2 
th! I always was and muſt have beea the conſtant belief of the Chriſtian 7 
n, - |Church. | 
of || 1. 1 ſhall ſhew by p/ain Teſtirtiohies oftfie' Fathers in feveral Ages; for. * 
is * above five hundred years after Chrift, that this DoRrine was not the belief 
of the ancient Chriſtian Church. Ideny.not bur that the Fathers do,and that. 3 
$- (ith-great reaſon, very much magr ihe the wonderfull myſtery and efhicacy. - 
ie Þpf this Sacrament,and frequently Leak of a great Supernatural change made, ? 
is \ÞÞy the divine benediQtion ; which we alſo readily acknowledge. They fay. © 
4aindeed, that the Elements of Bread and Wine do by the divine bleſſing bes, 7 
;Jcome-to us the Body and Bloud of Chriſt : Bubtney likewiſe ſay that thei ? 
Jnames of the things ſignified are given«to the ſigns, that the Bread and, 7 
ine do ſti!] remain in their proper , gature and ſubſtance, and that they:* * 
re turn'd into-the ſubſtance of ourBodigs ; that the Body of Chriſt .ia the  * 
acrament is not his natural Body, but the ſign and figure of ir; not that + 
body: which was crucified, nor that Bloyd which was ſhed 1;pon,theCrols;: 
d that it is impious to underſtand the eating of the fleſh of the Sen.of mane 
Sad dri»king his bloud literally : all which are direAly oppoſite tothe Dos: 
trine of Tranſub/tavtiation and titterly inconſiſtent with.it, 1 will ſelet but; 
eme few Teſtimonies of many which I might-bring to this purpoſe. 
£1 begin-with Juſtin Bartyr, who lays expreſly, th:t * our DOE 
led and Fle(b art nouriſhed by the converſion of that feod which & 4 — \Hn — 
Ereceive- in the Fachari/t: Bur that cannot be the natural 1636... £4 
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F Ee he Secong/is, ena | \ 4 © 12- | e0gg C js Sac amet . 
* -da\s;that the' Fred which is from the earth receiving the divine! invocation 
* Ts now no longer cemmon bread, but the Euchariſt (or $acrament!) confiſtirg 
of two things, the one earthly, the other heavenly. he ſays it is nolooger con- 
gon Fread, biit afcer invocation or conſecration it becomes the Sacrament, 
- Thats, bread fant.fied,confiſting of two things an carthly and a heavenly; 
- Theearthly .thing'is bread, and the heaved!y is the divine blefling wu hich by 
the invocation'or conſecration is added to it. And elſewhere; he hath this 
paſſage, '( £7b., 5. c.2.) when therefore the cup that is mix'd. ( that is, © 

Vine and Water ) and the bread that is broken receives the word of Ged, it 
Betomes the Euchariſt of the bloud aud body of Chriſt, of which the ſubſtance 
| of eurfleſhis mit/ 1. and conſiſts : but if that which we receive in the'Sa- 
- © cramentGdo nouriſh out bodies, it muſt be bread and wine, and nct the na» 
tural body aovd bloud of Chriſt: There is another remarkab'e Teſtimony 
Somos is 9! Frenens, Which though it be not now extant.in thoſe works 
Pr; ofhis whichremain, yet hatlt been preſerv'd by * Oerumenine, } 
| and it is.this; when ( fays he.) the Greeks had taken ſome Ser«|*' 
vants, of the Chriſtian Cathecumeni (that is, ſuch as had not been admitted 6 
to the Sacrament) and afterwards urged them by violence to tell them ſame 
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of the ſecrets of the Chriſt iaus,theſe Servants having nothing toJay that might|® 
gratifyt hofe who' offered violence "to them, except onely that they had heard nc 
from their Maſters that rhe divine Communion was the bloud and. tody » th 
Chrift,they thinking,that it was really bloud and fleſh,declar'd as much to thoſe 
that queſtioned them. The Greeks taking this as if it were really.dene by the[3:* 
Chriſtians, diſcovered it to the others of the Greeks ; who. hereupon put San-|* 
us ard Blandina ro the torture to make them confeſs it. 'To whom Blandinaſ® 
boldly anſwered, How would they endure to do this, who By way of exerciſe he 
( or abſtinence) ds net eat that fiſh which may lawfully be eaten 2 By which 
it appears that this which they would have charg'd upon Chriſtians, c3 if}? 
they had literally eaten the fleſh and bloud of Chriſt in the Sacrament, was|© 
* afalfe acciifation which thefe Martyrs denyed, ſaying they. were ſo far from 
- that that they for their parts did not cat any flethat al. | - 
 Thenext is Zertullian, who proves againſt Marchion the Heretiquethat T 
the body of our Saviour was not a mere phantaſm and appearance, but a fa 
real body, becauſe the Sacrament is a figure and image of his Body ; andg -« 
iftherebe an image of his body he muſt have areal body, o-þ$* 
| is oy St Marci- therwiſe the Sacrament would be an image of an image: HisÞ* 
B53 Reak. Park words are theſe, * the bread which our Saviour took and d:ſtri> 


364% =>  * Outed to bis Diſciples be wade his one body; [aying this is mw 
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vainlt. the Scepricks who. denied.the certainty of roperiteeegrs: © - 
gument : That it we queſtion our ſenſes we may doubt Whethe? our' eff 4 
oy (5 Saviour were not deceived in what he heard; nnd faw” ant} ronched,/ 
al (6512 de Anima,p, 349, )' He might (ſays he )be deetived in thewnoite frdm! - 
of heaven, ju the ſmell of the ointment withf which he was veins ta I 
7 Lhurial ;and in the taſte of the wine Which bt confecratrd-ih rembnBrince Wf © 
"4-15 bleud, So that it ſeems we are to truſt our ſenſes, even in the matter of 
E , [the Sacrament ; and ifthat be true, the Doctrine" of ZravfubPBauntiation is | 
A certainly talle. ack | |. 01.60 J bil, 94 ' HH 1! 20074] rf -20'Y 
+4. | - Origen in his: Comment on Matth: 15; fpeaking of the 'te ment hit | 
1a. (fs paſſage, (Edit. Huetii, ) That ſoadwhich'is ſand ified by tht word of God + 
ny aud prayery as to that of it which is. matertal,'yoeth into the betty aud 15 cat © 
{; (94 nto the draught, which none ſurely. wilt ſay of the Body of Chriſt; And. 
-.. [afterwards he adgs by way of explication,'#? 4s yor"the-matter of the bread, | 
| ae but the word which 55 ſpoken: over it; which pro him tht orthily eats. * 
teg(fth the Lord , and this' ( hefays) he had ſpoken concerning the Typical and: © 
me [SY 1mbolical body. So that the matter 6: bread remaineth*in the Sacrament, 
[and this Origen calls the-Zypical and Symbolicat body of 'Chrift 7; and .it is _ ? 
op” 4\not the, natura}, body of Chriſt which is: there! eatefy, force food eaten int 
Ae Sacrameat,as tothat of it which s.niaterial, gouth intothebelſyands) 7 
3 le caſt out into the draught. This teſtimony is'fo verypleinidthe Cauſe that 2 
ho (Sextus Seneuſis ſuſpects this placeotOriges was depravedby the Hereriques.'' * 
4 Cardinal. Perron is coagended. to al'owat tobe Origer's,butrejefts his teſtis 
1:1, [MNy. becauſe he was acculed-of Heraſts hy:fomteveF the Fathers" ant" ys; 
cle he talks.like aHererique inthis place So'rharveittirach Whothisteſtithoby 
= [is yielded to us. The tame Farber in lis Homilieeapon Leviticus (Cap. to 
: aks thus, There is alſo in the New Teffameat a letter which Fills him who 
Th not Spititually underſtand thoſe. things which ave faid; for if we thite Ats 
|cordurg to the Letter that which is.ſaid, \EXCEPE-18 BUT MT PLE ﬀ-. 
AND DRINK MI BLOUD,. This Letrer bills, :And'thisalfo# # killint 
har Teſtimony, and:not tobe! anſwered bur'in/ Cardinal-Perror's way,: by. 
45) ſaying he talks hike abde ene SAT OE vlog AY nas {nr 24 
add -o 2 Prin bath a whole Epullle(p 64. :) to Creihtwragninft thoſe who 
o. (gave the, Communioa. in'Wawr onclywirhour Wine-mingled with it, ;. Wd, 
, _ his main argument agaiaſt chem. is-this, that the &/oud of Chriſt WONG) * 
- Ewe are redeemed and guickened cannot ſeem to be in the Cop when thete is no- 
MF inc in the Cyp by which the Blond of Chrijt:is repreſented : and afitt warlls\ 
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He favs. that cont a 'y Land Avotolical Doftrine wa FRF 
F” in fome. places offer. d (orgiven-) 3» the Lord's Cap; which (fays he?) dlone 
2 om aj (,or repreſent Þ) 1the loud of ChrikxAnd Rt he 'rels,-us 
' that &y water the peop!e is underſtood, Ly Wine the blond of Chriſt is (Þimw' 
* (or repreſented.) bat,when in the Cup water 'is mingled with Wine the people 
is wnited to Chriſt. So that according, to this Argument Winein the Sacra- 
cramental Cupis.n9. other wiſe-chang.d intorhe 4/oud of Chriſt than the Was 
E 2) INS is:changed.into the'People, which are faid to be- anjreet 
- #8EOrifk.. <5 

-- I omitmanyothers, and paſs'to S7. Auſtin in the fourth Age after Chriſt.' | 
* And I the rather inſiſt upon his Teſtimony , becauſe of his eminent eſteem” | #1 
- and authority.umtheLatw Church;z and the alſs calls the Elements of the 
Fen . Sacrament the figure and\fign of Chriſt's body and bloud. In his 


' 


»Þ Book againſt Adimantivsthe Hanichee. wehave this expresſion, 
' *ang: Tmn 6. +: Lord didnot doubs to ſay, this is my Bedy, when he gave the' |1 
” Vakil. 1569. | S129 of bis body. And 1m his -explication of the third Pſatm; 
* - _. ſpeakingot Jxdas whom our Lord: admitted te his laſt ſupper,' | 
ag »1r which (ſays he) Þ'he commended and delivered to his Diſct+ 
WE. 5.46: ph ples the figure of his body ; Lauguage which would not be cen- 
=. ſur'd for;Hereſis in the Church of - Reme. Indeed he was never” 
accus'd of Herefiegas Cardinal-Perron ſays Origen was, but he talks as: like* 
one. aS,0rrgen himfelt. : And in his Comment on the 98 Pſalm ſpeaking of the 
ence which . the Diſciples took at that ſaying of our Saviour, except ye 
eat the fleſh of, the- Son of man and drink. his bloud, Ge, he brings in our Sa+'as 
Viour {pexjang.tius ro.them; (1d; Tim. 9..p. 1,105. ) ye muſt underſtand Spi-"Jeo 
ritually what. have [did wnte yauri ve nre not to eat this body which ye ſee,and\ To 
to-drink thbatiblond which ſball:be ſhed by thoſelthat crucifie me: 1 hawe com- ſing 

mended. a certain. Sacrament to:yeu, which being Spiritually underſtood will | 
give youtife. What moreoppoſke tothe Doftrine of Franſubſtantiationgthan I 
- that the Diſciples were not'to- eat that. Body of: Chriſt which they: ſaw, nor [#6; 
to drink that-bloud, which wasthed upon:the'Crofs, but that 'all this was to' ſex: 
| be underſtood fſpritually andaccording to thenature of a -Sacrament 3 For [vo 
| _ _ that bydyhatells us is:nor-here but in heaven;'in his Comment Ifor 
* 14.7?a#:.* upon theſe words, me ye have not always. * He ſpeaks (ſays he? lon: 
of the,preſence of: his barly.; \yeyball have me according to my pro- if 

\ , .: _., ridence,accerdivug to Majeſty anal imvifible grate ; but according to 
- the-fie(b, which the Ward aſſumed,according to that which was born of the Kir« ſhi 
| gin Mary, ye ſhall not bawe.me : therefore becauſe he converſed with. his Di<#0/ 
/ ſciples faurty days, he is aſecuded up into heaven and js not ber. | 
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-"Ttihis 4:24. Fri b TERS L BOG 59905 EL BY Apass | 
had''not ſome reſemblance of Yhoſe things whereof they are Sacraments, 1hep * 
world not be Sacraments at all ; bat from this reſemblance they take far-the © 
moſt part the names of the things which they repreſent. 7 _— as the Sacras © © 
ment'ofthe body of Chrift is in ſame manner or ſenſe Chriſt's body, and the Sas 
crament of his bloud is the bloud of Chriſt ; $0 the Sacrament of faith (means 
ing Baptiſm) is faith. Upon which wordsof'St. Auſtin there 15 ds 
this remarkeble Gloſs in their own Canon Law ; ||the heavenly |.De Conſecr. 
Sacrament which truly repreſents the fleſh of Chriſt is called the *F*- We! 
t.' | body of 'E hriſt ; but inproperty-* whence it is ſaid, that after a | 

mn | manner butnot according tothe truth of the thing but the myſtery of the thing * 
e | fignified ; So that the meaning is, it is called the body of Chriſt, that is, it ſig. * 
is |#iftes the body of Chrift : And if this be St.- Auſtin's meaning, I am fure no _ 
n,' [Proteſtant can ſpeak more plainly againſt Tran/ubſtantiatiov. And inthe -7 
be" Jancient Canoy of the Maſs before it was chang'd in complyance with this : 
1; [hew DoArine,it-is expreſly cali'd a'Sacrament,a Sign an Imge awd a figure - 
r,' [of Chriſt's body. To which | will add that remarkable-paſhge 

#- | of St; Auſtin cited by * Gracian,that as we receive the ftmilitude _ a—_ 
1- | of his death in Baptiſm, ſo we may alſo receive the likeneſs of his orb 
er |flefſb and bloud ; that ſo neither may truth be wanting in the 3 
te | Sacrament,'nor Pagans have occaſion t# make rus rediculgus:for drinking the” © 
ne |Hloud of one that was ſlain, F- 
ye'Þ I'will mention but one Teſtimony-more of this Father, but ſoclear a one 
a+ [as'it iS impoſſible any man in his wits that had believed 7ran/ub/tantiation 
j-Jeould have utter'd. It is in his Treatiſe de Diftrina Chriſtianaz ( Lib: Ji 
id'[Tom. 3p: 53:) where laying down ſeveral Rules for the right underftand« 
m- [ing.ot Scripture, hegives this for one. If, ( fays he ) the ſpeech be a'preceph 
if Yorbiding ſome heinous wickedneſs or crime, or commanding us to do goodit is - 
an {worfguratve; but if it ſeem to command any heinouſs wickedneſs vr crimey'o» * * 
or [to forbid that which is profitable and beneficial toothers, it is figurative. | Fot 
to [example, Except ye eat the fleſh of the Son of man and drink-his Noud, ye have 


or [vo life in you :' This ſeems t0 command a heinous wickedneſs and crime, theres 
nt ore it is a figure ; commanding us to communicate-of the paſſion of our: Lori; 


d with delight and advantage to lay up in our memory that his fleſh was crus-- | 
iffed and wounded for us. $0 that according to'St;' Auſtin's be{tskilt in in+ 
oterpreting Scripture, the /ize-al eating of the fleſh of Chriſt and-drinking 
i Lloud would have been a great impiety ; and therefore the expreſſion is + 

$0 be underſtood fgaratively;; not as Cardinal Perron who would have it,... - 
kely in oppoſition to theeating ofhis fleſh and þloud in the groſs appearante 
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”. der any appearance whatloever :- For St. Auftiv doth not ſay, this is @ Fi- 
” gurative ſpeech wherein weare commanded rea'ly to feed upon the natural þ 
© .. body and bloud of Chriſt under the ſpecies of bread and wine, asthe Cardi. | 
 mxalwould underſtand him ; for then the ſpeech would beliteral and not fi- 
*  ourative : But he ſays, that this is a figurative ſpeech wherein we are .com- 
- manded Spiritually to feed upon the remembrance of his Paſſion, 
To-theſe I will add but three or four Teſtimonies more in the two follows: |. 
© ing Apes. | 
| The firſt ſhall be of Theogoret, who ſpeaking of that Prophecy of Jacob | 
- eoncerning our Saviour, (Gen: 49. 11.) be waſbed his garments in. Wine and. | , 
| bis cloths in the bloudof Erapery hath theſe words, (Dialog, 1.) as we call the, | 
>”. myſtical fruit of the Vine ( that 1s, the Wine in the Sacrament )- dfter conſe». 
eration the bloud of the Lord, ſo he, (viz. Jacob ) calls the bloud of the true | | 
” {Vine (viz. of Chriſt ) the bloud of the grape : but the bloud of Chrift is nat | | 
- "literally and properly but onely figuratively the bloud of the grape, in the | ; 
* +ſame ſenſe as he is ſaid to be the true Vine ; and therefore the Wime in the | -- 
. Sacrament aſter conſecration 1s in like manner not literally and properly [| « 
* + bur figuratively the bloud of Chriſt: And he explains this afterwards,ſaying, | e 
that our Saviour changed the rames,and gave to his Body the name of the Sym | 1 
bol or Sign,and to the Symbolor Sign the name of bis Bedy ; thus when he had} y 
call d himſelf the Vine, he call 'd the Symbol or Sign his bloud ; fo that in the] t 
S 
t] 
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fame ſenfethat he call'd himſelf the Vine, he call'd the Wine, which 4s the 
Symbol of his bloud, his bloud : For, fays he, he would have thoſe who pars 
fake hk divine myſteries not to attewd tothe nature of the things which are} 7 
feen, but by the change of names to believe the change which is made by > Jos 1 J 
for he whocalld that which by nature is a body wheat and bread, and again} 
likewiſe call d himſelf the Vine, he honour d the Symbals with the name of his] 0 

: body and bloud : wot changing xature but adding grace #0 nature, Where you hi 
fee he fays expreſly,thar when he call'd the Sywbols or Elements of the Sar] of 

. erament, viz. bread avd Wine his Body and bloud, he made no-change in thef}s, 
nature of the things, onely.added grace to nature, that is, by the :Divine o 
_ and bleſſing he raiſed them to a Spiritual and Supernatural virtue and} þ, 

- EXHNCACcy« AINYESY LIC" - Nh Cu 

- The Second is of the ſameTheoderet in his ſecond Dialogue between 3þ 4/ 

_ -Cathalique, under the name Orthodoxus, and-an Heretique: under-the nameſea 
of Eraniſtes ; who maintaining, that the Humanity of Chriſt waschang 4prlz 
__ nto the ſubſiancg of the Divinity (which was the Heriſte'of Extyches) he! 
by, Saltroics thrormuger: yy: clit, Sunilibuds, {rode be, ht marie 


ws RR þ 2 . 3 , SALE Foe 2 7 Hed Wc | - "" ” 
i- þ £27 body and bloud are tc thing before the ts __ & 
_ after the invocttion are changed and become —_— ; $9 the bo-'yuf © 
our Lord after his aſcent ion is changed into the _— 1vce. - Bur what + 
| ſays Catholique Orrbodoxas tothis 2 why, he talksjuſt like one of Cardinal © 
fi- | Perros's Heretiques, Thou art, lays he caught in thy own net : becauſe the my- - 
N- | ftical Symbols after conſecration do not pajs ont of their own nature ; for they © 
remain in their former ſubſtance, figure and appearance and may be ſeen and * 
W-: 4 handled even as before. He does not onely deny the outward figure and- ap» -. 
pearance of the Symbolsto be chang'd but the natureand ſubſtanceof them, !: 
8b. | even ia the proper and ſtrifteſt ſente ofthe word ſubſtance ; and it wasne» 
«nd. | ceſſiry ſo todo, otherwiſe he had not given a pertinent anſwer to the ſimi» - 
he, | litude urg'd againſt him. ; 
ſee | The next is one of rheir own Popes, Gelaſins, who brings the 
#e | ſame Inſtance againſt the Zutychians * turely, ſays he, the Sa * Biblehs | 
"ot | craments which we receive of the body an blud of our Lord are d—— 
he | a drvize thing,ſe that by them we are made partakers of a divine : 
he i 2a pk and yet is ceaſeth not to be the Subſtance or nature of bread and Wine; 
ly | and certainly the image and reſemblance of Chriſt's body and bloud are celebrats' 
"Bs | ed in the aftion of the myſteries, that is, in the Sacrament. To make this In- -* 
ws | ſtance of any force againſt the Eutychians, who held that the body of Chriſt ©: 
ed | upon his aſcenſion ceas'd and was chang'd into the ſubſtance of his Divini- 
he] ty, it was neceſary todeny that there was any ſubſtantial change 'in'the +? 
the | Sacrament of the bread and wine into the body and bloud of Chriſt. $6 
ar= | that here is an infallible authoriry, ene of their own Popes exprefly againft +:* 
wel 7, ranſubſtantiation. ' SR 
e530. The laſt Teſtimony I ſhall produce is of Facunds an African Biſhop, who 7 
2 | who. lived in.the 6:4. Century, - Upon occaſion of juſtilying an expreffion 17 
bis] of one who had ſaid that Chriſt alſo received the adoption of Son, = 
ou] hereafons thus. * Chriſt vouchſafed to receive the Sacrament *Facond. 
Savf of adoption both when he was circumciſed and baptized : And the Wap "_=_ ll 
thel, Sacrament of Adeption may be called asoption, as the Sacrament or 
ws body and boud, which is in the conſecrated bread 4nd cup,rs by ns calted ©* 
is body and bloud : not that the bread, ſays he, is properly his body and the - * 
cup his bloud, but becauſe they contain in-them the myſteries of his body and ©! 
nf doud , hence alſo our Lord him{elf called the bleſſed bread-and cup which he + 
meteave to his Diſciples his Lody and bleud. C:n any manafter his kelieve, 
g Ghar it was then, and had ever been, the univerſal and received Dottrine of - ? 
| nehe Chriſtian Church, that the. bread and wine inthe .Sacramentare ſubs .. 


tially changed into the proper and natural Lody and Lioud ot Chriſt + 
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2” B q | Teſtim ie hich kh yy iced, 4. mip nave 
*. brought a great many more to the ſame purpoſe; it isT think evident be- 


--yondall denial that 7; ranſubſtantiation hath not been rhe perpetual belief of 


the Chriſtian Charch. And this likewsſeis acknowledged by ma- F 


 (a)1n Set. ny great-and learned men of the Roman Church. (a) Scotus at- 
- 0L4.Dif,1t Kknowledgeth, that this DoCtrine was not always thought ne- 
R 3+  . cellary to.be believed, bur that the neceſſity of believing it was 

| .conſequent-£0 that Declaration of the Church made in” the 
© (b)ix Sex* . . Council of Lateran under Pope Innocent the }IT. And (b) Du- 
3 = x4 15. _ « randas freely diſcovers his inclination 70 have believed the toy- 
SO  »erany, if the Church had not by that determination obliged men, 
*  (c)deEwhar. todelicve it, (c) Tonſtal Bilhop of Darbem alfo yields, that be- 
”  l-1.9.14% fore the Lateran Council men were at liberty as to the manner of 


| (ws. 5: » Chriſt s preſence in the Sacrament. And (d) Eraſmus, wholiv- 
= Bf 43 Co» 
3. 7 _ . p 

” . citentectiom Whom no man was better read inthe ancient-Fathers, doth con- 
4 —— q feſs that it was late before the Church defined Tranſubſtantiation, 
or” - any * unknown to the Ancients both name and thing. And (ec) Alphon- 
4 © De Hereſy, ſus a Caſtro ſays plainly ,that.concerning, the Tranſubſtantiation ef 
Xx 


| the ancient Writers. And who canimagin thet theſe* learned 
 . men would. have grantedhe ancient Church and Fathers to have been ſo 
much Strangers to-this DoQtrine, had they thought it to have been the pers 
perual belief. of the Church? 1 ſhall now in the ov Ft 
Second place,give an account of the particular time and occafton of the com- 
ing in of this Dottrine,and by what ſkepsanddegrees it grew up and was ad- 
 yanced into an.Articl of -Faith in the Romiſh Charch. The Doqrine of 


about the the Worſhip of Lneges, in oppoſition wheretothe Syned of Conſtan- 
tixople about the year DCCL Gid argue thus; That our Lord having left 
us'no other image of himſeit but the Sacrameat, in which the ſubſlance of 
© bread is the.image of his body, we ought to make -no other image of our 
> Lord. :In anſwer to this Argument the ſecond Courcil of Nice in the year 
> DCCLXXXVII cid ceclare, that the Sacrament aſter Confecration 7s not 
” -tbe image axd antitype of Chriſt's body and bloud, bur is properly his body 
- and biuud. So that the corporal body of Chriſt inthe Sacrament was firlt 
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ed and died in the communion of the Roman Church and than ' 


the bread into the body of Chriſt, there is ſeldom any mention in | 


the corporal preſence of Chriſt was firlt ſtarted upon occafion of the Diſpute | 


A 


- brought 2x ?oſupport the Nupid worſhip of Images : And indeed it could ne- L 
ver have come un uponia mete.propcr occeſion,norhave Leen applied toa 


be- 


| at n N myo. 
off prote of Hergfies. ,. be NEED TE PRs aut 
ia. jo 7x6 fantain ). in hes Catalogue; nor a9 vo 
To Sol di _ ae | fy errour for. the firſ 6 00 years. ' Which. vx 
16 Rare cond benope begco-dilpure againfi-zhoſe who 

Nene my Og wa, this Doftrige.w 

'2s nied YICE, AS 
he in being, [nevi png q ExtychianHeretiques forthe firſt . . 5, vo 


78 
Ne 
en. 
= 
ef 


Vo 


in. 


- 
» 
wy 
4; 
T 
d 
0 
['s 


; A Fer ro ſhew fab Ra Ty hey 


| 1, was 


ce 


it 'y Sh 7 


600 $44 <5 more” but + Bellarnwwye goes on and tells us, t/#4. ,;,;, 
that hefrſt who tall d in gaeftion the truth of the body of the 1:42 1142 
Lor, int e Excharill were the IC EPS vos (the. oppoſers, nages) 
after the: year DCC 5 in the Council of Con ninep aplcdr phe SIIORee 
one Maze. of Chriſt zuſtituted by Chriſt pot rea &: «pang 9/0 


Buchatiſt which repreſents the body &, rh {of he Wherefore from the 
time the GreekWriters often admoniſh us. that the Euchariſt ixmoe the. figure 


or ind e of- the body of the Lord, hut his true hody,as appears fromthe N1Sys 
nod which aj Ya ks exacaly with th he gecnuuge: & Lf Hor che Nah 
firſt riſe of this D6Arine whech began: with the corporal preſence of C briſk 
in the. Sacrament and ghreruneds prpceeded/ ta.7rav/ubſtantiaticns, 


'Andast Was the educa Datbone amo 
net 10 Fahe tif ory Toni hPa fp bertus fill 
OM, Kand afterwards, Abbot o 0, wis %- roacher of.; it. in 
the year DCCCXVIIL. 
And'for this, beſides tke Evidenoe of Hiſtory,” we haveuthe «ckinips 
edgmem of rwo very Eminent Perſons. inthe. Church, of Rome: Bellara 
me. and Strmondus P who do; in effect, confeſs, that rhis FM-rR 
yvas the firſt vvho wrote to. purpoſe vpon.this. Argument. . 


WEE 4 


i *Bellarmine | in theſe words, This Author was the. firſt who * Sergio wy 


hath ſerioafly and copionſly writen concerning, thetruthofC briſt's Belg i 


body and bloud in the Euchariſt : And. + $ trmondxs | in,thele. + ;, ita Pak 
Þeſofiu/t explained the genuine ſenſe. of the: Catholigue Gburch, chagi, | 
Far. be opened the way to the reſt who aſterw 22 P s #n great num bers wrote 
Uwpan the ſame argument : But though Sirmondas is pleaſed to fay thathe 
.onely firſt 2 'd the ſenſe of the Cathiolique Church in this point, yer 
it 1s na the kutifrom the, Records. ons Age Neg bed ets, ho 11S, that 


e fitlk time, that this DoQrine was broached, in: the Late 
; nd it,mer with great, Spaoſrjonin that Age,as [ſhall haveoc> 
MaurusArch. Biſbop of Menrz atiour 
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|  Reme) though toqhiemitl atareableip believe Trax 
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C-33Z , ; ' IF \ . 
oO, Blouthof tt Forth; Baſal that +his is rhe bolly'axdBloud of ft 
Mr T-ord whit h #35 barn bt Fir gin Miiry;abdl tr which our Lord fuffer- [C0 
Ed upon the Cbſi ind Hoſe frors heed Prohichrenrows, fxys tie, we Gave (i 


7 


ny of one of the greateſt md ta1aft Jeerned Biſhups of char Ape; and of þÞ 
eminent reputation for Piety,that whar'rs now-rhe very Dottriti® of the 
u-chof Rome concerningtheSacrantent; was thyn elteem'd an Errour | 
' 'dby foihe:pareteutar: Perfons; bit was fat frombeing thegene- Þ 
ratiyreeeiy/{Do& ine ofthar Age.” Carnany one think'tr pothb'e, that 
Ho &ninthte Perſon” ih the-Church both! for piety 'and learning, could 
have condemn'd'this'Pottrine as2n Errour anda Novelty; hed in een 
the 4. at rele ks bf the Chriſtian Church, noronely inthar but in |-T 
Mformer Apes ; AYho venfire-paſs'd upoht him for that which is now | 
7b6 breat Bhra big  Mrb9cte An the Church of Rowe, and eſteemed by them 
vne of the prereſt ahd-tnvſt pernicious Hereſſes 2, | | 
Aﬀetwardsirrthe year MLIX; when Bezengar tus in France and Ger |* 
many, hatrais'd a freſh" oppofirion apzinft this D6Qriney he was com | 
07 1 pal Ttortrant itby Pope Nicholas und the Council at Rowe, | 
ROmiande - Tr thefe words, * ha? the Brea ard wine which are ſet upon |'# 
_—_—_ the Altar, after the conſecration are not onely-the: Sacrament, | * 
franc. & - But The" tY we Bully ant BBoud of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and wi: 
u 
| 


ng. fnge. ſenfibly, mot ety inthe Sacrament but in. truth, bandled and (* 
00k broken by the hantty of tbe Prieft, andiground or braſed by the } 
de $acram-l.. - tpeth of the fairbfall. Bur it ſeems the Pope and his Conncal |< 
were nottheh $kilfull enough roexpreſs themifelves rightly | 4 
in this matter ; for the Gls/s upon the Canon Law ſays ex-|* 
£6bfi.De-".. preſly, that. unleſs wg underſtandtheſe words of BEREN- & 
ver. deconſt- OG ARTUS (that is1t truth of the Pope and his Council) .m a} 
was 1 aca found ſenſe, we ſhall fall nit a greater Here"e- than that of" 
eds” BERENGAR.DS ; for we do not make parts of the body of | 
Chrif. , The meaning of which Goſs T cannot1magine,uns |. * 

leſs it be this, that he Budy sf Chr7f, though it be jn;truth. Zroken, yet it 
is not broken intoparts ( for we do not mate parts of the body of Chriſt) F 
but into wholes: Now this new way* of Zreating a-Bedy, not into parts 
bat into wheles ( which in good earneft isthe Dodrine ofthe Church of 
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bat | 'Sorrhav fog; the fr $. ſtarting = a els pu FO Coen? 
uld [Nictin the year DECIXXXY Ul, till the Gouncn under: Pope Gregory 
en [V{ſth-in-the year MEXS IX, as2lmefithree hundred pears th 
in |-DoQrine wascontellsd;a80 before this m {ren 


'$ 
pen Moyer of 


ww | erarioirratilbe lic digg thatf it, no. ſettled and 2 
.m | dliſh'duvthe Ehureh of Kew, + HOOD $00 in aecount of 
riſe of this DaQrine,asd of 4he ſeveral ſteps whereby ic was advanced by 


r- [4he Churchof Rowe imo-andr/ic/oof Faiths. l.comenow in the 
tw 4 7 hird \place,/ to anſwenthe great ov 69s gin DIE fon of the jm 
'e, peroniy: thatithis Dibdtniness ex #rw, /hould ever have came In, 
on | -in any Age, and. been rec0rued in ks Churchi; aud conlequently -it 
of, | neceſſity _—_ been the perpetual belief of the Church 1s all Ages : For Uit 
* [had not always been the Dodrige of the Church, wy pa, it had at 
id eempred firſt racome mgbere wauld have-been agreat ſtir ead busſlep 
he 4 bourit, andthe whole Chriſtian Woxld-wopld have roſe. wp | 
-[0n toit. But we can ſhew no ſuch time when firſt} it came ls 2nd: 
ly | -any ſuch oppoſition! was made$0 #, ard therefore. it was alwaysthe | 
x1 -Arrine of | the Church. This Demonſtration Monſieur Arnanld, 2 v 
earned Man in Fravcey pretends ©g kia ugan{werable : 8 Whether ih wp 
E or not, I ſhall briefly examine. And 
off” | Firfl, we doathgns panqual 0K Sher tinepl the feſt: "rite 5 
ff \this DoQrine, about the þegining of the. ;Age.; 1h no d, 
a» | take root nor was fully ſe2ed and bl towards ofthe 
it | eleventh. And this was theme A HORA Cal gulgn, fxg by 
) 'parining of pony tor ſo graſs -a@ xr AL; l 
+the confeſſion and conſens of —_—_— ſts T4 _ 


p diſtaa, nd ipation,anh Fice tp etl; Cnr th for =gue- 
oo hy $1Y : ART* o ed a 


is RN ie Ur VI We grpiPhpunion hin anl 


alt indy 
b-- tares or Jin Buotand longs 
hep Ih Alert ron f '6f the: Chriſtin World & as 1ul'd a 
ne! be Superſtition » And this agrees; very fi 
welluk og : Ne onr 946Ha/ himſelf gives in'the#\ Parable of (f fo 
the Tares, of the" Ing tp\of Ertours 26d'Copruprions\imehe fieldof fk 
the Church,” YA Phe mew flepr the Enemy did his . 
orF in the Night; To A thre they Wete 'awake'they wondred'how [ſu 
ad Whebte f wete there, and that [ac 
fets nor (brim at firſt, they icontuded*? he nemy bad dlone'#te"\+. +1; | 


bd, nt beivp 
have ſhewn. li ewiſe that there was confrldrable adpolivio (x ; 

1 PArJbr at 3s Goſt" eottring in 21 he hetal Ipnorancc and jth 
rols Superſtitioh of that "Abe'rendred the penerallith of people [mote jc 
Pier ctrEand difpoſet rhettf ro rective anything thazicameninger 

Ss bf'tmyftery Region arid St reverence andde vition + 
Thi Sacranent;4nd'th4tHe y-toeSantenance'theor{bip | 
553 dr, for whicH'at thiar"ti hon wete zelouftyrEdncernid,' {But Put 
Rotwir flanding the fecurity Al = ve terhþer-of thePerp'e the men fig] 
moſt eminent for piety and' Fel Þ in vir Timomadegreiorefſanty | ol 
= it. Thave already timed Abies Arch: Biſhop -of Meutz\. who [tr: 


BÞþp689 it as AtrErrour lately prong up Indwhich bad: then gaitied;buy yea 
Von! ſrhe few perfons. . To whort'J'-ni&y add Aer batd ys: Riſhop.af (wb 
pe errers in France, lo. Scotus Erigena, and Ratramyns: commonly;knowa | y.h 
by the came of Bertram, who! at the ſame time were imployedby the ro. 
mp Dy Charks the Balel to oppoſe this growing:Errour, ahd wrowe Wo 
texrnedly againſt it. And (theſe were the eminent men for learning in Ko! 

trims. Gs d becauſe Monfieur Arniwld will not be fatisficd unleſs there (yea 
Were forme ſtir and buſtte-about it, Berrram in his: Preface to his 'Book | 


{4 , that they who' according to theis ſeveral opinions talked different- \ 
hoc of Ehriſt's ved #nd vloud were divided by no imail 0] 


WE PFhougHh fora more olives fatisfattory anſwer to, this Dre Y 
Yin ouſrr ation. I tave been contended to untie this knorg yer I (ma: 
thone aft theſe' pains have cut it. -For ſuppoſe this Dotrine had 
one ihand witches ppoſition, ſothat we could-not aſbgn'the Pefe 
-N5 old. cacfing bt Mrs Reſt Riſe; yet if it be evident from Fert 
'of former mY wr ab6ve' D, years together, that this was 
pho bars alſo, that this Darga, | 


a rats. We 


mY yvonne? to'ſer up-a pretended Demonſtration of Reaſon: 
| a againſti plain Experience and| matter of fa@,". This-is juſt Zexo's. Des- 
ry [mpoſiration of the impoſſibility of motion agaiaſt Diogenes walking be-: 
of [fore his Eyes For this is toundertake-to prove that impoſſible to bave 
of ſþeen, which moſt certainly was;2\-Juſtthis the Sernants in the Parable 
is Iaight-have/'demanſtrated.chas the tares were wheat becauſe theywere: 
a luxe none but! good ſeed was ſownat firſt, and : no man-could give any 
at jaccount of the punQual time when any tares were ſown, or by whom; 
\> od; jifan Enemy-had come toda\it, he muſt needghave mer with great 
os [reliance agdpppoſition ; ibutno ſuch refiſtance-was made,and1therefore: 
id [there could beino fares in. the feld, but that which: they call'd>zares was 
te (cextainly, good wheat. At the) ſame rate & man'might demonſtrate that: 
ee ln Hingis Majeſty of grent Britain; isnot return'd into England nor 
50 eſtos 'd-to, his, Crown; becauſe there being fo greatand5powerfull. an 
ip my pollefs'd of his Lands,and therefore obliged by.intereſttokeephims; 
& Put, it, was 4mpoſſible He ſhould ever come in:without a great deal of 
en fighting and bloud-ſhed ; but there was no ſuch thing, therefore he is: | 
te not, return” and reſtor'd, to hig' Crown. And by the like kind of Demons; 
10 [tration one might-proye that the 7«rt did not invade C hrifkendamialt 


who had the greateſt Army in Chriſtendom in.a readinefs, would certains: 

y.haveemploycd it againſt him; but Monſieur 4ryaxld certainly knows, 

ap ko ſuch thing was done z And, therefore according to his way :of De= 

te monſtration, oaeend ſoft ſo commoenly-reported:; and believeci 
0 


f year, and befieye Yieywaf becauſe 1if herhad, the moſt-Chriftian King, 
a 
N 


in Koncermang the Zurks Invafton of Chr iflendom' and befieging Vienna lait” 
re Fear, wasa pertet.miſlake., But a man may demonſtrate til} his head and' 
heart ake, before he, ſhall ever,be able to prove that which certainly is,' 
jor. was, never to have been;, For. of a1 forts of impofiibles nothing is 
nore .. evidently ſq ,, than-;to-make'that - which. hath been nor- to! 
,, Fave, been, All the reaſon in the; world 1s too weak to cope with! 
e« ſo tough and obſtinatea difficulty. * And have often wonder'd how a 
nanof Monſicur Arzauid's great witandſharp;Judgment could prevait 
ith himſelf to-engage in {o bad and baffled a Cauſe; or could think to 
tefend.it with ſo wooden a Dagger as his: Demonftration of Reaſon againſt 
m &ertain Fxperiexceand matter of Fad : A thing, if it bepoſtible of equal 
as abſurdity with what he pretends to demonſtrate, Tranſub/antiation it 
_ 2 proces t0 tle - | acth =. & ET: 
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- Fhind pitetenided ground'of rhis Dofrine of \fruwfabfandation x 
. thatas, The Jofailible Authority of thr preſent\Churchot delved i 
_ new Articles of Faith. . And this in truth & theground into whithrhe fit 
moſt of the learned menof their Church did heretofore, and many'do jt 
ſtill reſolve their belief of rhis DoQtrine: Andzas 1 have:already thewn, 
do plainly fay thatthey- fee no. ſufficient rexſon,'exnher from: Sr# iprutref 
_ ar:7raditive;for the belief of it : And that they ſhould have:believed he 
contrary, had not:the determination of the Church obliged-them orher<jfi 
wiſe,» + 6 wo erteng v1 193840308) 
;:But if this DoQrine be ebtruded upon+the world + merely by:vertue offa 
the Autlioriy ofthe Roman Church, and the Declaration-of che 'CoutciiÞlb 
under Pape: Gregory the V[Ith. or of the Tateran Council 'inder Tineetrt\f} 
.the [1].then it 15a plain Innovation in the Chriſtian Deatrme,and anew}| 
Article of Faith impos'd upon the Chriſtiart World. And-if4hy Church» 
Hath.this power,the Chriſtian Faith-may be enlarged and changed as of 61 
ten as-men pleaſe ; and that which is no part. of our Saviour's Dodrine 6 
nay, any thing though never fo abſurd and unreaſondble;-may becormich/ 
- an Article of Faith obliging all Chriſtians to the belief of ir, wheneverſfi 
the Churchof Rome ſhall think fir toſtamp her Authority uponit : which] - 
Would make Chriſtianity a moſt uncertain and endleſs thing. ' W 
- | The Faurth-pretended ground of this DoQrine'ts, the.neerffty'vf ſuch 
.a change as this in the: Sacrament to the tomfort and benefit of thoſe whajat 
received it. But there is no colour tor this, if-the-thing be rightly cc 
fider'd:: Becauſe the comfort and benefit of the Sacrament depends upon}Þ 
;the bleſſing -2pnexed to the Jaſtitution. And as Water in BaptiſmbÞ 
without anydubſtanial change in that Element, may by the Divine bleſ4} t« 
fing accompanying the Inftitution be effetual to the waſhing awayoff x 
Sin, and Spiritval Regeneration ; So there can no reaſon in thewor'd} 
be given why the +Elements of Bread and :Wine in the Lord's Suppery A 
, may not,by the fame Divine bleſſing accompanying this Inſtitution, make$g 
the worthy receivers partakers of all the Spirſtual eomfort and Þ 1 & 
. defigned to us thereby, without any ſubſtantial change made in-thoſe E4 - 
Je neats;fince our Lord hath 4old us,rhat verzly the ficfh profiteth nothing] v 
+So that if we cou'd do ſo odd and ſtrange a thing 2s to eat the very] tl 
,naturalfl:ſh and drink the-bloud of our Lord,! do nat ſee of what'greaty s: 
er advantage it would be 'to us than vvhat vve may have by partakingh#s 
.of the Symbols of his body and bloud as he -barh appointed i» rem 
brance of him. For the Spiritual efficacy of the Sacrament doth not:de4b 
.p£ad upon the nature ol the thing r662ived,luppalingave ag. 
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itiori of tend, bat opon the fupermature? bleſſing that 
;"nhd tmiakes it cfle@val to thoſe Spiritnal ends for which 


»;3 "STELILE. 


--- The Fifth and faſt pretended ground of This DoQtine is" 79 wagniſy-- 
": apa of the Prieft.in being able to work ſo great a Miracle. and8 
ith great pride and pomp-i5-often urg'd by them as # tranſkeendene-in--- 


| Sfance of the Divine wiſedom,to find out Tſo admirable away toraiſe the 


power and reverence of the Prieft ; thathe ſhould te able every day, -- 
e offand as oftery a5 he ptcaſes; by repearing a few words to work fo miracu- : 
jeHl[lous. & change, and-{ as they love moſt abſurdly and blaphemouſly to" 


xp Speak}- ro0-mrby God himſelf 


ew] - But this4s to pretend to a power aboverthat of God himſelf, for heditl - 
rehjwuor, nor cennot- make himfelf, nor do uny'thing that implies 4 contra--* 


of didtion, as-7r anſubNantistion, evidently does im their pretending'to make 


ine Gor. © For'tormake that which already is, andto mitkethart naw which - 
4 44w4y3 was, ts not onely vain and trifhng it it"could be"done; betimpol-- 


verſfible becauſeir implies a contradifion. : 
ich} --And what ifafter all 7ra»/ubſtowtiarion if it were pofſibleand aftvally: 
wrought by the Prieſt, wou'd yet Le no Miracle 2 Far rhere/are two 


eh things neceſſary to 2 Miracle, that there be 2 ſupernarural effe&t wrought, - 


wheand that thisefle&t be evident to fenſe. So thit though-a ſupernatural 


onyeffeft be wrought, yet if it be not evidentrto ſenſe ir is to all the ends and 


nj parpoſes of a Miracle 2s if ir were not ; and can be no teſtimony or 
/mbproof of any thing, becauſe” it felt ©. ftands: in need of another Miracle 
leſ4 16 prve teſtimony to it'andtoprovethar it was wrought. And neither 
y off M'Deriptare,- nor - m profane Aarhors, nor in common uſeof ſpeech, is 


any thing eall'&>s Miracle but what falls under rhe notice of our ſenſes : - 


A Miracle being nothing elfe but @ ſupernatural effe& evident to ſenſe, the 
great end and deſiptt icy is ko ben fenſible proof and convittionto 
| as of fornething thar we do nv. ſee, . 


 E4 © Aud forwent of this Conditivn, 7ranſub/antiation, if it were true, - 


would be. no Miracle, It would indeed be very ſapernatural, but for a 


7] thacit wotthd not be a Sign or Miracle: For a Sign or Miracle is always * 


zxhingſenfide,orhervvite it could be noSign. Novy that ſych a change 
vis: preteridedt in 7anſbantiation fhould reatly be vvrought, andyet 


s- here ſhou'd be no ſign and appearance of it,is n thing very vvondertul,. 
ieg Burnor to fenſe'; for-vur ſenſes perceive no change, e Bread has Wingin 
. At OUT. Tr x oe wang mit: $ Tate! V\ FC Þ Ore: Al ; = 
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atall of wonder in'is we yyonder indeed uvhen-vve, es-@ firange think 
done, burt:no pk 6 We vyhen he ſees nothing dang; So. that, Tran 
ſob[axtiation,if they will needs have it a Miracle,is ſuch a Mirgcle 5007 
anan may work that hath but the. confidence.to face.men.down, thay he 
works jt andthe fartune to be believed x And though the Corigton 

| may magnily.their Prieſts upon accouat.gf this Miracle, which they 
they-can workevcry day and every hour, yet I;cannot underitaad- the 
reaſonof ir ; for when this great work ( as they.call it.) 4s, done, there 
is nothing more appears to be done than if.chere were.na Miracle :: Now- 
Tucha Miracle as toall appearance.is no. Mitacle I ſce:no reaſon why. ai 
Proteſtant Miniſter, as well as a Popiſh Prieſt,msy.ngt-yvork asoften 38 
he pleaſes ; orif he can but have the patience to et ut alonegit vvillvvark 
it ſelf, For ſurely nothing-.inthe world is caſter than to let a-thing.beas 
it is, and by ſpeaking a few words, over ;it to make it juſt what it, was 
befars. Every man, every day, may work ten thouſand ſuch Myrades> 
—_ Nog thus 1 havediſpatch'd the #r# part of my Diſcourſe, which-was 
*to conſider the or 192.7 grounds and Reaſons of the Church of, Reme 
for this Doctrine, and to ſhew the weakneſs and inſufficiency'of them. 
I come..in_ the 15} 301 VG HINUOTW 
II. SECOND place, to produce,our 0bjef:ons againſt it. Which with 
be of ſo much the greater force, becauſe I have already ſhewn' this|-De- 
Qrine to be deſtitute of all Divine warrant and authority,aad of apy ©+ 

ther ſort of Ground ſufficient in reaſon to juſtifie 1t., So that Ido; 
now obje& againſt a Doctrine which hath affair probability. of Diving 
Revelation on its:ſide,for that would vyeigh dovvn all oþjeQions vyhich 
did not plainly overthrovv the probaility and credit of its, Divine:Reves 
Jation.: But I objcR againſt a Doftrine by the. mere vvill:and Tyranny 
of men impos'd upon the belief of Chriſtians, vvithout any evidgnee of 
Of aptore, and againſt a}l the evideorn of feglax had Sen(e.. 11; + 19 1821/4 
\ The Objeftions I ſhall reduce to thele two, Heads, . F7r/t; the infinite 
ſcandal of this DoQtrine to the Chriſtian Religion. , And Secondh; the 
monſtrous and inſupportable abſurdity of it. .. .; | | blo 


Firſt, The infinite ſcandal of this Dafrine. to the Chriſtian Religion: 
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we call, ſays he,the fruits {bn the egrthCere ct wing up 7 area 


vhs, we uſt. but- the commyn, 4 
Fan ſo mad as to believe that m1 EE has don they ? bt cems he Sv 
Bot belicve that ſo FEIFAVIgats had ever entred into the mind 


of man. It is-a very-ſever laying of. Averroes.the Arabjan Philoſo- 
Ppher (-who lived after th t his, ky, entertained among Chriſti 


au) andange ha NA of Rome bluſh, if 
can '; OT heve b the world, athens . Dion | 
found þ nv hot wy ut/o ottifh a Selb erlow? never foun , Kong: - 
as-is the Set of che Chri ans ; becauſe with their own teeth 

they devour their God, whom they warſhiped. It was great t ſkipidizy in 
People,of 1/rae{ ,to ſay,: Come tet; us make js Gods, ;, but.it Was cLV 
faid of them, Let us. make us Gods: \That » may.gn before us, incomparilgn 


ofthe. Church of Rowe, who ſay, Let us mate a God that we may eat 


him, Sothat upon the whole matter | carifiot but wonder that thi 


ſhaou'd chiiſe _ xpoſe Faith 1 tothe > cont 
£d DET A Fn pak ehepan trut og 


( 2..T.hefl 2. 19, ] with all the Leg I a; 
hcod and impoſture; amongſt pa dt ranſu Solaraglin,1 
they call a Miracle, and we 2 Cheat, is op ir chief; 'Andinall 


, probability thoſe common jug/ing words of. hgcus, pocys, are nothing 
elſe but a corruption of hoc eft corpus, by way. of redieulgus imitation 


of the Prieſts of the Church of Rowe in their trick of TraulibFantiatie 
on, Into ſuch contempt by this fooliſh Doctrine and pretended Mi- 
racie of theirs- have they brought the moſt ſacred and venerable My- 


ſtery of our Religicn. 


2. It is very, ſcandalous likewiſe vpon account of the real Zarba- 


.rauneſs of this Sacrament and Rite ol our Religion, upon ſuſppoſiion 
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of the truth of this Do-trine.  Litterally to ea? the fleſh of the Son of 
man and to drink bis bloud,t. duftin, a$ 1 have ſhewed betore,declares 
| .to 
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dane under rhe F ecitty (gen; THe: For the thinks they aekriow- 
ledge 15. realy done; and-they dUieverhitthey verity cat and drink 
the natural fleth 2hd' bloud bf Chit Arid what | «th any mn 46 
more vaworthil (a0 iGo How'ean howpelibly uſo vlitm 


rigre E qokenlly thin t09 feaſt Hþort His fivias Meſh 2h@bioud 3. T2 fs 
ons bf the prectelt wonders in the wotId;Hide it tiould ever enter ith 


fa.tlie minds6f fent'ts Put upon! dit Shviour' EwWork, $0 enſilyeefpable 


of 8 thore edhvenicht friife and fo necelfarily reqUIrind ite hearing 
ſoplaialy, cotitrary it nean ole arc: cfdnley felt 
Had the ancitht Chrifiatis own&J ny fikch DÞatiie, we Mould Have 
heard of it frofttht Adverſaries four Refipion. id every pape oftticir 
Writings ; andthey would have defired no greater EF againſt 
the ChriſtiaHis tharr 'to have beech "able ts Mich: Eteeth with 
thet Tet; updn the the tiztutkl ct arid -bIdu of their Lord,and 
ThEiFGod,ard their beſPFrient; What eftd'els triniphs would they 
have thade upon this Subject? "And with'that confidence Worlld/the 


have et tlie cruelty uſed by Chriſtians intheir $dcyamber; againſt their 
God Strafi'y his vwnChikiren, antYal this cruel 'thd' bloudy 
Rites dfarry 7 Bur that ns fuch'thing whs thenobjeed by 
the 224} #93 to the Chri/zavs, is to 4 wiſe fnan inftctd of a thouſand 
Demoitſtrations'thatino fuch Do@rine wis then believed, - - - -- -- 


I; Tt'is ſcandalous alfo upon account of the crve! and blondy conſe» | 
uence? of thisDoRtririe ; fo conreary to the plain Liws of Chriſtani- 
ty, abdt6 one reat endant Reſign df (this Sacratnent,which is to u- 
niteChriſtians inthe'moſt perfe& love.and charity to'one another : 
Whereas this DoQrine hath been the occaſion ofthe moſt barbarous 
and bloody Tragedies that ever were a&ted in the World. For this hath 
been in.the Charch of Rowe the preat Aurning Article ; and as abſurd 
and unreaſonable as it is, fore Chriſtians have been murther'd for 
thedenial of it than perhaps for all the other Articles of their Religis 
on; AndT think it may generally paſs for a true obſervation that ali 
Secs are-commonly moſt hot and furious forthoſe things for which 
there is leaſt Reaſon ; for what men want of Reaſon for their opini- 
ons, they uſually ſupply arid make up in Rage. And it was no mote 
than needed to uſe this ſeverity upon this occaſion ;. for nothing but 

| the crtiel fear obdeath could in probability have driven ſo great a 
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ther for not bein able to believe contrary f@:: wok ; 8 1 
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on of.the Prieſt , who ef Ve GIA.) on , ani for apt ti 
Lhe the folly and ſtupighiry: os & can 
oY Upon gecount. of the danger of idolatry q "which ey wa 
rial ly gui of if this DoRtrinbonotirueeand þ d ſach gichang 
be not made'in the erty __ ifit, IS ORs han or 
Jhip a Creature nſiead of the Greater God for evgx. Bur ſud 
ange I have ſhewn to be impoſſible; or if qd ela by 
aver þe.ce reginthetiit.is, ang ronftauenny are dhe danger of 
erg Wo that thxy,can;never-be cqrigin thyt {luck g change is 
Hpvjoept ; becauſe, according tothe. expres determingting of 
—— of 7rent, that depends upanithe mind and intentron of the 
;Prief, whigh-canpor cxrtaialhekorentuedy Royelation, whichss 
,not-pretendedinthis-caſe. And if;they be miſtakengboutaiug ky. 
through theknavery or.croſineſs of the-Prieſt who willnet mate God 
'but-when he-thinks fir;they muſtoetthinkso excuſetheniſelves from 
- '| Tdolatry becauſe they intended to worſhip God and nota Creature:; 
- | :for fo'the Perflansmightbe excus/d fronIdolatry-jn worſhipping the 
* | -Sun;becauſe they. intend:to worſhip-God-andnot:& Crearure, ;and fo 
| indeed we may-excuſe all the Idolatry that, ever -was in the warld, 
which is aothing elſe but a miſtake of the Deity, and upon-that oul- 
F take a worſhiping of ſomething as God which is not:God.. "i 
IF. ;Beſiges:the infinite ſcandal of thisNoGrrine ypon the accounts 
I. bave mentioned, the, morons dbſurditiesof it: make it infupporta- 
at .ble to.any Religion. I am very well aſtur'd of the grounds of Reli- 
bY gion int general, and of the Chriſtian Religion in particular-;-and:yet 
4. cannot'ſee, that the foundations of any. revealed Religion are firang 
enough to In the weight off0:maany and fo great egos aw 
DoErine of 7ranſub/tertiation wauld load .1t: withall., omahke 
this evideat, I ſhall not inſiſt goathabagraks i: 
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-(11 $0:Whetherit bereaſonable to-imagine that God ſhould make that | 
'd part: of the-Chriſtiun Religion which ſhakes the mair external evis | 
dence and confirmation/'of the whole 2 I mean th Miracles which | b 
-were wrought by our Saviour and his Apoſt'es,the aſſurance whereof 
did at firſt 'Yeperid'upon-the certainty of ſenſe. For. if theſenſes of 
thoſewizs ſry-theyr{aw them weregeceived then there-mighit be no 
:Nwrgdeswroue ht; and conſequently it may jufily be dotibted wherher 
-thit kiadiol corfirmation which God hath given to the Chriſtian Re» 
:higibnavould/be firong enough to prove it, ſuppoſing 7ranſabftantia- 
:#i08 tcobe a parpof ic Beeauls every:mats hath as great evillente that | 
Hraugfabſtainiation ivr falle; ns hehortFihat the Chriſtian Religions | 
vice: 01Supt ole 'thenTrinful Navi ion to be part of the Chriſtidn, 
: Pvitcioe;.i.mulbaave: theidame: confirmation with thewhole, __ 1 
"11175 s & | that . 
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t | Mt being p; oved {Mirscte;': For:if'a q 
fc ny | FR kg Ben fame aſſurance which any manchath of 
the truth of the Miracle he hath ofthe falſehood of the Doftrine,thart 
is, the elearevidence of his Senſes. For that there .isa Miracle wrought 
$0 prove that what he ſees. mm:the'Satramentisetbiead but the body of 
C briff, there |is  onely/:the',evitence of:ſeaſe ;.-and there is the very 
| Hameeyigence' to prove-thatrwhat- he ſees: in 'the Sacrament is wot 
| Vehay Chr but bread. aha here would ariſe. a new Con- 
 [trover{is, whether a man ſhould rather belicve his Senſes giving teſti- 
 þmony againſt he Doftrine of- Tran/nbftantiqtion, or bearing witneſs 
| |to-aMirge'e wrought to confirmthat Doftrine ; there being the ve= 
, [ry ſamg evidence againſt the truth of the DoQrine, which there is for 
the truth of the Miraclez And then the Argument for Zranſubftantie 
ation and the QbjeRion againſt it would jult balance one, another;and 
copſequently Jranſub/tantigtionis not to be proved by: a Miratie, bes 
| cauſe that would. be, to prove to 4. man by ſome thing that hve ſees, that 
, | hedoth not ſee what he ſees. And if there were no other evidence thar 
, | Trauſubſtantiativn is no part of the Chriſtian Doctrine, this would, be 
| ſufficient, that-what-:proves the one doth ' as much; overttirowighe 
| other; ang. that Miracles which are certainly the beſt -and-higheſt 
, | external proof of, Chriſtianity are the: worſt proot:in -the world 
, þ of. Tansſub/fantiation, unleſs a man can- renounce his ſenſes at the 
| time that he relies upon them. For a man cannot beheve.a 
Miracle without relying upon ſenſe, nor 7ranſub/tan?yatipn withour 
| FenNOuncing "it. 1, So that never were any two things ſo #i} equpled-to- 
| getheras. the Doctrine, of Chriſtianity andxhat of Zranſub/tantzatioy, 
þb=cauſe they draw ſeveral ways,andare ready to ſtrangle one another; 
becauſe the main evidence of the Chriſtian Doctrine, which is Mirg- 
c'es, is reſolved intothe certainty of-ſeaſe, but this eivdence is c'ear 
.and point.blank agaialt 7ranſub/tant iation. | 
4 And Laſtly, I would ask what we are to think of the Argument 
which our Saviour uſed to convince his Diſciples after his Reſurrecti- 
on that his Body was really riſen, and that they were not deluded hy 
,a Ghoſt or Apparition ;3ls it.a neceflary and concluſive Argument or 
. Lnot ? 4nd he ſaid unto themmwby are ye troubled 2 and why do thoughts 
ariſe in your hearts ? Behold my hands and my feet, that itis I my (elf; 
fcr a Spirit hath not fleſh and bones,as ye ſer me have. (Luke 24. 35:39.) 
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 ſubftunt iatvon to be true and thethe bt&.infttuRtodis:Diſciples'in iſ; 
jalt:before his death; fbrangeuhoughts migheguſtly haveriferit chef 
hearts, avd they mighthave faid tohim .; :Lord, it is:but a few dayye., 
2go ſince though didfbreach us notro-believe-oar ſenſes, but direRly, 
\2contrary to what.ave;law, wiz. that the bread which thougaveſ ig, 
inthe Sacramentzthough we faw.it and-handicd itand taſted it to þe 
- bread, yet: was not bread, but.thine own natural body ; 'and'ne N 
-thou-appealeſttoour fenſes-to prove that this.is:thy' which we / 
.now fee. : If ſeeing and handling be an unqueſtionable evidenee that h 
© things are'what they.appear to'our ſeaſes,then wewere' degtived beg, . 
- fore in-the Sacrament ; and if they be not, then wo arc-not ſare'noiyh, 
that this'is thy body which we now ſee and handle, but it may bg... 
- perhaps bread under the appearance obfletls.and bones, juſt as inthg.; - 
: Sacrament, that which we ſaw and bandled and-tated-to be brea$;, 
- was thy fleſh and bones under the form and appearance of bread;N oi 
upon this ſuppoſition,it would bave been a hard matter-tohave quiet, 
red the thoughts of the Diſciples : For if the Argumeut which on J 
Saviour uſed Yid certainly prove'to them that what-they ſaw anc 'E 
| handled was his body, his very natural-dleſh and bones; becauſe they, 
faw and handled them, ('which it-were-impions to'deny) it wouldy ; 
' asftrongly (prove that what they ſaw and received/before m the $a4 * 
crament'was not-the naturabbody and bloud .of Chrift, but real bread, 
:and wine : And conſequentlyythar according to our Saviour'sarghar 
: og after his Reſurrefion they had no reaſorto believe 77 anſub} af ; 
'-#iation before: For that very. Argument by which our Saviour provegy, ; 
-the-reality of his-body-after his Reſurredtion-doth 'as ſtrongly proveſe; 
-the realty of bread and wine after.Conſecration. *But our Saviour'F,, 
Argument was moſt -infallibly good and true, and therefore the'Dec b 
:Qrine of 7rinſubentiation is undalibtedly falſe. - 2 
; Upon.the: whole matter *I ſhall onely ſay i this,-that fome- othe bn 
-Points between us 'and the Church of Rowe aremanapged vvith fomqr)} 
kind of witand ſubtdity, 'but this of 7ranſub/tartiation is caried-out A 
; by-mere dint of impudence and facing down of Mankind. ul 
-And of this the morediſcerning perſons of that Church-are of late Ir 
grown ſo fenſible'that they would now'be glad to be rid ofthis odiong;h 
and rediculous DoEtrine. But the Council of Trex? hath faſteri'dithþ 
totheir Religion, and made it a neceflary and eflenttal Point of theirfy,, 
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ini, ren Rect bran 
dy 3 And though ſame of-cheir greateſt Wits, as Cardinal Perron, and 
: W F-late-Manheur. 479949, bave undertaken the defence of itin great 
(-(Folumes z-yet it is an abſurdity of thar monſtrous and maſly weight, 
& , Patho-lumane authority or, wit are able to ſupport it ; It will make 
© Jo very Pillars of St. Peter's crack, and requires more Volumes to 
\ We dakeir good than would fill the Fatican rt 
thad And now I would apply my ſelf to the poor deluded People of that 
+: Lhurch. if they were either permitted by their Prieſts, or durſt ven» 
,-, ure without their leave to look into their Religionand to examine 
©.» te DoQrines ofit. Confider, and ſhew your ſelves men. Do not ſuf- 
” r your ſelves any longer to be led blindfold, and by an implicit Faith 
Ja your Prieſts, into the be'iet of non-ſenſe and contradiction. 
yo hink itenoughand too much tolet them rook-you of your money for 
© "pretended Pardons-and counterfeit Reliques, but let not the Authori- 
ty ofany Prieſt or Church perſuade you out of your Senſes.-- Creduli--- 
My iscertainly a fault as well as Infidelity : and he who ſaid, bleſſed are 
They that have not ſees and yet have vctieved, hath no-where ſaid, - 
bleſſed are they that have ſeen and yet have not believed, much leſs--- 
&: bleſſed are they that believe direftly contrary to what they ſes 
To concludethis Diſcourſe. By what hath been ſaid uponthis Ar- 
—Tument it will appear, with how {ntl trath-and reaſon, and regard 
2 Þo the intereſt of our common Chriſtianity, itis ſo often ſaid by our 
dverſaries, that there are as good arguments for the belict of Tran- 
"Tabftantiation as of the Doftrine of the'7rinity : When they them» 
xe ves do acknowledge with us that the DoQrine of the Trinity is 
TFrounded upon the Scriptures,-and that according to the interpreta-- 
tou of them by the conſent of the ancient Fathers : but their Doctrine 
i of Tranſubſtantiation 1 have plainly ſhewn to have no ſuch ground, - 
and that this is aknowledged by very many learned men of their own” * 
NAChurch. And this dodtrine of theirs being firſtplainly proved by us - 
Uo be deſtitute of all Divine Warrant and Authority, our Objections a- 
rainſt it from the manifold contradiQtions of it to Reaſon and Senſe 
Hare ſo many Demonſtrations of the falſehood of it.” Againſt all which 
they have nothing to put in the oppoſite-Scal but the Infallibility-of 
Wtheir Church, ſor which there is even leſs- colour of proof from Scrip- 
'Mture than for Tranſubftantiation it ſelf. But ſo fond are they of their 4 


Py 


f Win novations um I'Etrovrs, that rather than'(h& Diaries /of Thlk 
Viurch, how groundles a d ſoever, ſhould be £811'4in-queſ} 
5n; rather than not have theit will of bs in impo ning vpoh.us whatthe 
p'eaſe, they will overthrow any Article of th ſian Faith, 4 
thake the very foundations of our comnion Religion, rp c'ear evidence 
that the, Church of Rome is not the itye Mother, fince-ſhe'odro be; ft 


welt contented that Chriftianity ſhould: be" royed ratlhet than h x 
Point in. queſtion ſhould bedecided againftl | ; 1.-2!500 


THE END. 


